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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 10/612,427 received on 01 July 
2003. 

2. Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 10-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

4. Claim 1 0 recites a "computer-readable medium" in the preamble of the claim. 
Applicant's instant specification recites, 

"Although the description of computer-readable media contained herein refers to 
a mass storage device, such as a hard disk or CD-ROM drive, it should be appreciated 
by those skilled in the art that computer-readable media can be any available media that 
can be accessed by the client computer 2. 

By way of example, and not limitation, computer-readable media may comprise 
computer storage media and communication media . " 

Therefore, Applicant's instant specification provides evidence that Applicant 
intends "computer-readable medium" to not be limited to just tangible embodiments, but 
instead defining it as including both tangible embodiments (e.g., "computer storage 
media") and intangible embodiments (e.g., " communication media'" ). As such, the claim 
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is not limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. Claims 11-18 
depend from claim 10, and are therefore also non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6, 8-15, 17-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over King etal. (U.S. 5,958,013) in view of Cascio etal. (U.S. 2002/0091818). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , King disclosed a method of managing a host session on a 
remote computer in a computer system, the method comprising: 

sending a request to establish the host session from a client computer (King, col. 
12, lines 10-11, King disclosed the user initiating a session with a host; col. 12, lines 36- 
38, King disclosed the data stream sent to the host), the request including a 
presentation space (King, col. 12, lines 14-16, King disclosed instantiating the session 
object also instantiates the presentation space object), 

receiving in the presentation space a response to the request from the remote 
computer, the response including host screen data (King, col. 12, lines 45-50, King 
disclosed the host modifying the host screen data in the presentation space object and 
returning it to the client); 
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King did not explicitly state wherein the client computer has access to a plurality 
of properties files defining a plurality of screens for the host session; 

identifying the response by comparing the host screen data in the presentation 
space to screen data defined in at least one of the plurality of properties files for the 
host session; and 

performing an action based on the identified response. 

In an analogous art, Cascio disclosed a rules-based extraction method in which 
presentation space data streams (Cascio, [0019]) sent from a legacy host application to 
a user's workstation are compared to user specified rules until a match is detected, and 
when a match is detected, extracting data according to the matching rule (Cascio, 
[0025]). Cascio disclosed that the components of the rules may specify textual patterns, 
data and element patterns, and/or a combination of such (Cascio, [0027]). 

The teachings of King and Cascio are analogous art because they both disclose 
the teachings of a communication session between a host and client using terminal 
emulation information in terms of 3270 data streaming applications which use screen- 
type user interfaces to display and receive data (King, col. 6, lines 30-37; Cascio, 
[0049]-[0050]). While King provides for establishing a session and the transfer of 
presentation space/screen data, King also suggests methods for extracting the 
presentation space data (King, col. 10, lines 54-56). Cascio provides a method for 
extracting the presentation space data in a more efficient way of handling this received 
data, specified to the user's needs (Cascio, [0025]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the rules-based customizable data 
extraction teachings of Cascio into the teachings of King to provide users with an 
improved technique for extracting complex data components from the host screen data 
or presentation spaces and provide an efficient, easy to use solution that can be used 
by those without programming skills and which is easily customizable, and which makes 
the extracted data available in an easily extensible format, such that it can be used in a 
wide variety of environments without requiring the user to understand environment 
specific programming (Cascio, [0018]). 

7. Regarding claim 2, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1 , including wherein the plurality of properties files 
includes at least one screen properties file for defining the screen data for the host 
session (Cascio, [0027], Cascio disclosed the components of the rules may specify 
textual patterns, data and element patterns, and/or a combination of such). See 
motivation above. 

8. Regarding claim 3, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 2, including wherein the at least one screen properties 
file comprises a responses section (Cascio, [0047], Cascio disclosed upon detecting a 
match between the data in an incoming data stream and a target rule, an output 
document is created). See motivation above. 
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9. Regarding claim 4, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 3, including wherein the responses section comprises: 

a response type for the response (Cascio, [0052], Cascio disclosed templates); 

and 

identifying text for the response (Cascio, [0055], Cascio disclosed one of the data 
patterns is a text pattern). See motivation above. 

10. Regarding claim 5, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 4, including wherein the response type is one of success, 
analyze, and reject (Cascio, [0047], Cascio disclosed upon detecting a match, an output 
document is created, therefore, when a match is found it is considered a success). See 
motivation above. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 4, including wherein identifying the response by 
comparing the host screen data in the presentation space to screen data defined in at 
least one of the plurality of properties files for the host session comprises determining 
the response type for the response by. comparing the host screen data to the identifying 
text defined for the response in the responses section of the at least one screen 
properties file (Cascio, [0025] and [0027], Cascio disclosed comparing the screen data 
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to user defined rules, in which the rules correspond to screen data such as text and/or 
data element and attribute patterns). See motivation above. 

12. Regarding claim 8, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1, including wherein the plurality of properties files are 
Java properties files (King, col. 7, lines 5-10). See motivation above. 

13. Regarding claim 9, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1, including wherein the host session is a TN3270 host 
session (King, col. 6, lines 30-37; Cascio, [0049]-[0050]). See motivation above. 

14. Regarding claim 10, King disclosed a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable components for managing a host session between a client 
computer and a remote computer in a computer system, comprising: 

a program file for, sending a request to establish the host session (King, col. 12, 
lines 10-11, King disclosed the user initiating a session with a host; col. 12, lines 36-38, 
King disclosed the data stream sent to the host), the request including a presentation 
space (King, col. 12, lines 14-16, King disclosed instantiating the session object also 
instantiates the presentation space object); 

receiving in the presentation space a response to the request from the remote 
computer, the response including host screen data (King, col. 12, lines 45-50, King 
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disclosed the host modifying the host screen data in the presentation space object and 
returning it to the client); 

King did not explicitly state wherein the computer-readable medium comprises: 

a plurality of properties files for defining a plurality of screens comprising screen 
data for the host session; 

and a program file for: 
identifying a response type for the response, wherein the response type is 
defined in at least one of the plurality of properties files; and 

performing an action based on the response type. 

In an analogous art, Cascio disclosed a rules-based extraction method in which 
presentation space data streams (Cascio, [0019]) that are sent from a legacy host 
application to a user's workstation are compared to user specified rules until a match is 
detected, and when a match is detected, extracting data according to the matching rule 
and outputting a document based on the matched rule (Cascio, [0025]) thereby 
determining a response type. Cascio disclosed that the components of the rules may 
specify textual patterns, data and element patterns, and/or a combination of such 
(Cascio, [0027]). 

The teachings of King and Cascio are analogous art because they both disclose 
the teachings of a communication session between a host and client using terminal 
emulation information in terms of 3270 data streaming applications which use screen- 
type user interfaces to display and receive data (King, col. 6, lines 30-37; Cascio, 
[0049]-[0050]). While King provides for establishing a session and the transfer of 
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presentation space/screen data, King also suggests methods for extracting the 
presentation space data (King, col. 10, lines 54-56). Cascio provides a method for 
extracting the presentation space data for a more efficient way of handling this received 
data, specified to the user's needs (Cascio, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the rules-based customizable data 
extraction teachings of Cascio into the teachings of King to provide users with an 
improved technique for extracting complex data components from the host screen data 
or presentation spaces and provide an efficient, easy to use solution that can be used 
by those without programming skills and which is easily customizable, and which makes 
the extracted data available in an easily extensible format such that it can be used in a 
wide variety of environments without requiring environment specific programming 
(Cascio, [0018]). 

15. Regarding claim 11, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 10, including wherein the plurality of properties files 
includes at least one screen properties file for defining the screen data for the host 
session (Cascio, [0027], Cascio disclosed the components of the rules may specify 
textual patterns, data and element patterns, and/or a combination of such). See 
motivation above. 
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16. Regarding claim 12, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 11, including wherein the at least one screen properties 
file comprises a responses section (Cascio, [0047], Cascio disclosed upon detecting a 
match between the data in an incoming data stream and a target rule, an output 
document is created). See motivation above. 

17. Regarding claim 13, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 12, including wherein the responses section comprises 
identifying text for the response (Cascio, [0055], Cascio disclosed one of the data 
patterns is a text pattern). See motivation above. 

18. Regarding claim 14, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 13, including wherein identifying a response type for the 
response comprises comparing the host screen data to the identifying text defined for 
the response in the responses section of the at least one screen properties file (Cascio, 
[0025] and [0027], Cascio disclosed comparing the screen data to user defined rules, in 
which the rules correspond to screen data such as text and/or data element and 
attribute patterns). See motivation above. 

19. Regarding claim 15, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 10, including wherein the response type is one of 
success, analyze, and reject (Cascio, [0047], Cascio disclosed upon detecting a match, 
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an output document is created, therefore, when a match is found it is considered a 
success). See motivation above. 

20. Regarding claim 17, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 10, including wherein the plurality of properties files are 
Java properties files (King, col. 7, lines 5-10). See motivation above. 

21. Regarding claim 18, King and Cascio disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 10, including wherein the host session is a TN3270 host 
session (King, col. 6, lines 30-37; Cascio, [0049]-[0050]). See motivation above. 

22. Regarding claim 19, King disclosed a computer system for managing a host 
session, comprising: 

a remote computer in the computer system (King, Fig. 5, 140, host computer); 

and 

a client computer, in communication with the remote computer (Fig. 5, 532, user 
computer), 

the client computer comprising: 

a memory device for storing a program file (King, col. 7, lines 45-55, col. 8, 
lines 17-20, King disclosed the client computer running the terminal emulation 
program which clearly is located in the client computer's memory); and 
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a processor, functionally coupled to the memory device (King, col. 7, lines 
45-55, CPU), the processor being responsive to computer-executable 
instructions contained in the program file stored in the memory device and 
operative to: 

send a request to the remote computer to establish the host session (King, 
col. 12, lines 10-11, King disclosed the user initiating a session with a host; col. 
12, lines 36-38, King disclosed the data stream sent to the host), the request 
including a presentation space (King, col. 12, lines 14-16, King disclosed 
instantiating the session object also instantiates the presentation space object); 
and 

receive in the presentation space a response to the request from the 
remote computer, the response including host screen data (King, col. 12, lines 
45-50, King disclosed the host modifying the host screen data in the presentation 
space object and returning it to the client); 
King did not explicitly state wherein the client computer includes 
a plurality of properties files for defining a plurality of screens comprising screen 

data for the host session 

identifying a response type for the response, wherein the response type is 

defined in at least one of the plurality of properties files; and 
performing an action based on the response type. 

In an analogous art, Cascio disclosed a rules-based extraction method in which 
presentation space data streams (Cascio, [0019]) that are sent from a legacy host 
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application to a user's workstation are compared to user specified rules until a match is 
detected, and when a match is detected, extracting data according to the matching rule 
and outputting a document based on the matched rule (Cascio, [0025]) thereby 
determining a response type. Cascio disclosed that the components of the rules may 
specify textual patterns, data and element patterns, and/or a combination of such 
(Cascio, [0027]). 

The teachings of King and Cascio are analogous art because they both disclose 
the teachings of a communication session between a host and client using terminal 
emulation information in terms of 3270 data streaming applications which use screen- 
type user interfaces to display and receive data (King, col. 6, lines 30-37; Cascio, 
[0049]-[0050]). While King provides for establishing a session and the transfer of 
presentation space/screen data, King also suggests methods for extracting the 
presentation space data (King, col. 10, lines 54-56). Cascio provides a method for 
extracting the presentation space data for a more efficient way of handling this received 
data, specified to the user's needs (Cascio, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the rules-based customizable data 
extraction teachings of Cascio into the teachings of King to provide users with an 
improved technique for extracting complex data components from the host screen data 
or presentation spaces and provide an efficient, easy to use solution that can be used 
by those without programming skills and which is easily customizable, and which makes 
the extracted data available in an easily extensible format such that it can be used in a 
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wide variety of environments without requiring environment specific programming 
(Cascio, [0018]). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 7, 16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 20 is allowed. 

The prior art did not disclose, in addition to the rest of the claim limitations of the 
independent claims, if the response type is reject, then printing the presentation space 
to an errors file. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 
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In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




J. Bret Dennison 
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